Government Tactics Fuel 
Noriega Case Controversy 

Prolonged Appeals Likely , Experts Say 
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MIAMI, April 9 — While the Bush 
administration celebrated the con- 
viction of Manuel Antonio Noriega 
today as a major victory in the drug 
war, the government’s tactics in the 
case have fueled controversy and 
grounds for legal appeals almost 
certain to extend his case for years, 
according to lawyers and criminal- 
justice experts. 

The groundwork for an appeal 
Yfas laid virtually from the day No- 
riega was brought into federal court 
, here in January 1990. His chief law- 
J yer, Frank Rubino, challenged the 
right of U.S. courts to hear the 
case, contending that his client was 
a “prisoner of war” illegally kid- 
napped by U.S. troops in the inva- 
sion of Panama. 

Since then, lawyers said, Justice 
Department efforts to bring No- 
riega to trial resulted in several dis- 
closures that have raised concerns 
among civil liberties groups. 

“The administration is happy be- 
cause it allows the president to jus- 
tify the illegal invasion of Panama,” 
said Rep. Charles B. Rangel (D- 
N.Y.), chairman of the House Select ' 
Committee on Narcotics Abuse and 
Control and an outspoken critic of 
the invasion of Panama and of forc- 
ibly bringing Noriega here. 

“We may have put this bum in 
jail, but I don’t think there will be 
one less ounce of cocaine on our 
streets or one less buck laundered 
in Panama because of this convic- 
tion,” Rangel said in a telephone in- 
terview in Washington. 

Jeffrey Weiner, president of the 
National Association of Criminal 
Defense Lawyers, said, “There will 
be grounds for an appeal . . . based 
on the cumulative effect of perva- 
sive misconduct that could ultimate- 
ly be held [a] violation of due pro- 
cess. Everybody who has witnessed 
this case has been shocked at the 
government’s behavior.” 

Among issues that he and others 
said would bolster a “due process” 
appeal would be successful Justice 
Department efforts to persuade for- 
eign governments to freeze millions 
of dollars in Noriega’s overseas ac- 
counts while never offering proof 
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Rep. Charles E. Schumer (D- 
N.Y.), chairman of the subcommit- 
tee, said he plans to ask the Justice 
Department for a complete account 
of the plea bargains and plans to 
seek a General Accounting Office 
investigation into federal law-en- 
forcment informant funds. 

The tangled skein of Noriega’s 
relations with the United States be- 
gan with a 1968 military coup that 
brought Panama under control of 
Gen. Omar Torrijos, who ran the 
country until his death in a 1981 
plane crash. 

Noriega, a Torrijos lieutenant 
and military intelligence chief, took 
control by 1983. He quickly ce- 
mented ties with U.S. officers in 
Panama and Central America and 
U.S. intelligence officials, who ini- 
tially regarded him as “an asset.” 

But Washington soon was hear- 
ing reports that Noriega was ex- 
panding the Panamanian military’s 
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